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ACADEMIC SENATE MINUTES 
November 29, 1989 Volume XXI, No 8 
Call to Order 
Roll Call 
Approval of Minutes of November 8, 1989 
Chairperson's Remarks 
Vice Chairperson's Remarks 
student Body President's Remarks 
Administrators' Remarks 
ACTION ITEMS: 1. Academic Affairs Committee 
Course withdrawal Policy 
2. Faculty Affairs Committee Proposal 
for Intellectual Property Policy 
INFORMATION ITEMS: None 
Communications 
Committee Reports 
Adjournment 
Meetings of the Academic senate are open to members of the 
University community. Persons attending the meetings may 
participate in discussions with the consent of the Senate. 
Persons desiring to bring items to the attention of the 
Senate may do so by contacting any member of the Senate. 
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ACADEMIC SENATE MINUTES 
(Not Approved by the Academic Senate) 
November 29, 1989 Volume XXI, No.8 
CALL TO ORDER 
Chairperson Len Schmaltz called the meeting of the Academic 
Senate to order at 7:07 p.m. 
Secretary John Freed called the roll and declared a quorum 
present. 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF NOVEMBER .L 1989 
Senator Mohr: I have a question about Page 13 at the bottom 
under the remarks by Senator Wallace. The Vidette printed an 
article that quoted the President as saying: "I have been 
through this debate at a number of other institutions a number 
of times. What bothers me is the negativism (of some faculty 
members) that we need to punish students for withdrawing." 
I am confused by this. In the minutes it says that senator 
Wallace (not President): "I have been through this debate 
at a number of institutions a number of times. One of the things 
that bothers me about these debates has been the negativism that 
somehow we need to punish students for withdrawing." There is 
no parentheses with (of some faculty members), like in the 
Vidette. I would be very distressed if the President- from 
the debate got the impression that faculty were interested 
in punishing students. I think that is a strong criticism 
of faculty. I don't think that any faculty member in this 
institution (that I know now or in the past 20 years that I 
have taught here) has ever suggested that they ever had any 
intention of punishing any student for any reason. Most of them 
are only interested in teaching the students, not in punishing 
them. I wonder if this is a true reflection of what the 
President said. 
Chairperson Schmaltz: This is a transcript from the tape. 
The parentheses would indicate that the Vidette added those 
words. 
President Wallace: As you will recall, Senator Walker had 
requested that I reply as a Senator, so as it is indicated 
in the minutes, I replied as a Senator. My point was that 
every time we go through this debate I think we give the 
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appearance of a very negative approach toward students. 
Somehow we feel that when the student drops a course, he 
gains something. I think the student pays his tuition, 
and when he drops a class he has to take it over again. 
My intention was to say that I think the appearance, at 
least to students, appears very negative. 
Senator Mohr: Then it was not your intent to say that faculty 
punish students. 
Chaiperson Schmaltz: So then, the Minutes accurately reflect 
what was said. 
Senator Nelsen moved to approve the Minutes of November 8, 
1989 (Second, Rendleman). Motion carried on a voice vote. 
Chairperson's Remarks 
Chairperson Schmaltz announced that the Executive Committee 
would meet after the Academic Senate tonight to plan the 
agenda for next Tuesday, December 5th, Academic Senate Meeting. 
There is a Board of Regents Meeting Wednesday in springfield, 
so the calendar was set up to accommodate that. We will be 
meeting in the Bowling/Billiards Center. 
I have been asked repeatedly as a member of the Strategic 
Planning Committee what is happening, how far along are we, 
etc. The committee met roughly for eight hours on both 
Monday and Tuesday in sort of a retreat atmosphere. We spent 
a lot of time discussing a whole variety of issues and made 
some progress. We should be issuing a preliminary report 
which will be available sometime around December 8th. That 
preliminary report will be given to all sorts of people. It 
is sort of a preliminary rough draft. It will be distributed 
to every member of the Senate, a whole variety of campus 
constituencies, and we'll be asking of course for feedback. 
We certainly want to encourage members of the Senate to 
feel free to respond and give us your suggestions. Once 
we get all the feedback in, then the committee will meet 
again to sort of formalize or finalize that rought draft 
and turn out a formal report after more meetings. This 
should be ready by the middle or end of January. 
Vice Chairperson's Remarks 
Vice Chairperson Scott Rendleman had no remarks. 
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student Body President's Remarks 
student Body President Dan Schramm yielded to Mr. Tim Schurman, 
Information and Research Director of the Student Body Board of 
Directors, to explain a survey that the SBBD had conducted re-
garding the Course withdrawal Policy. 
Tim Schurman reported that the Information and Research Depart-
ment of the SBBD had polled one hundred students regarding the 
withdrawal Policy. We conducted the poll on November 16 and 17. 
It was an informal poll, but we got out and talked to students 
and asked them questions to find out how they felt about it. 
It is telling in that it gives us some good feedback. We came 
in with a simple introduction, and any of the questions that we 
asked we tried not to be leading. We tried not to sway anyone's 
opinion just asked the questions and let them answer on 
their own. Question 1: "Have you ever withdrawn from a class 
at ISU?" 38 yes; 62 no. Our finding was that many students do 
not withdraw from classes. Question 2: " Was the withdrawal 
before or after the fifth week?" 13 before; 25 after. 
We found that to be important because that shows that a lot of 
students do not get evaluated before the fifth week, and there-
fore do not have a basis for evaluation, why would they withdraw. 
That is what they were telling us, we don't get evaluated until 
after the fifth week, we haye no basis for evaluation. Question 
3: "What was the reason for the withdrawal?" Some answers 
were: teacher; time; grade; illness, etc. I might point out 
that only two students said it was because of overloading. Only 
two said it was because of overloading. Only two said that they 
had overdone it and taken too many hours. I found that to be 
important because it kind of disproved some things that were said 
out in public about student's overloading. Question 4: "Are you 
aware of the current proposal to change the withdrawal time from 
12 to 5 weeks -- 38 students were/ 62 weren't. A lot of students 
were not aware of this proposal at that time. Question 5: Would 
you support this change (from 12 to 5 weeks) - 19 yes/ 81 no. 
The majority who said no, I wouldn't support it, came back with 
why: I don't get evaluated until maybe the eighth week or I do 
not have any basis for evaluation until after the fifth week. 
That was what we found to be the majority of the reasons for 
the students not supporting that proposal -- they had not been 
evaluated until after the fifth week. Question 6: Would you 
support an eight week withdrawal policy over the proposed five 
week withdrawal policy? This is kind of an iffy question here. 
Forty-six said yes; 54 said no. What we gathered from this was 
that many of the students who said no to question number six 
also said that they preferred that the withdrawal policy stay 
the way it is. That was a major reason for their no answer. 
One final comment, derived from taking informal polls at 
fraternity houses and talking to students out in public, one 
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of the things that I have gotten a lot of feedback on is that 
students do not want to see it changed. As a student at ISU, 
I might say that I have never withdrawn from a class. This 
semester I was not evaluated in one of my six classes until 
after the seventh week. 
Senator Vanden Eynden: I have a question about the interpre-
tation of Question 6. You said the results of this question 
showed that students preferred the policy stay the way it is. 
That question was not asked. How can it be interpreted that 
way? 
Tim Schurman: When we took the polls, students were very 
talkative, and it pleased us that they gave a lengthy response 
on this one. They said, we don't want to see the policy 
changed at all. That is why I brought that in. They voted 
against it because they don't want to see it changed at all. 
Senator Kagle: 
sampling of 100 
lines. Did you 
you do a random 
ally. 
In your statement you said that you had a random 
students with equal distribution along grade 
select these students along grade lines, or did 
sampling. The two are inconsistent statistic-
Tim Schurman: Well, I might add that this is not a perfect 
distribution along grade lines in the sense that we had about 
21 Freshmen (I didn't bring those figures with me). It wasn't 
perfect, but it was interesting that it worked out that way. 
This was not perfect poll. It was informal and we did our 
best to present it in a non-biased way to students. 
Senator Kagle: I am not talking about bias. There are 
certain regulations about what constitutes a random sample, 
and they don't allow for any kind of distribution. Also, 
I understand that grade lines means class lines, there is 
no data about the distribution of grades received. 
Another question, do you have any data about what propor-
tions of those students polled were minorities, or 
economic data, etc. The possibilities of dropping or 
re-taking a course are severely restricted for those 
people who are economically disadvantaged. They can't 
afford to go to summer school. It is a policy that 
is an advantage to the rich, and a disadvantage to the 
poor, especially minorities. They can't afford to go 
to summer school and make up a class. I was wondering 
if you had any data on minority responses, because I 
think they might be affected. 
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Tim Schurman: My response to that would be that we 
went out and took a random sampling -- ran it through 
the computer and it pulled it out, and we got a nice 
even distribution. Most importantly, we talked to 
Illinois State university students. 
Senator Ritt: Did you ask students how many withdrew after 
eight weeks of class? 
Tim Schurman: No. 
Senator Ritt: Do you know that? 
Tim Schurman: I can't give you exact information on that 
tonight. 
Senator Ritt: Do you think that might reflect how students 
at ISU feel? 
Tim Schurman: Yes. I would like to thank the Senate and the 
Chair for allowing me to speak. Thank you for the opportunity 
to describe our poll. I hope it gives you some information 
about how students at Illinois state University feel. 
Student Body President Dan Schramm: You can rip the surveyor 
whatever you want to. One thing that should be taken into 
consideration is, that since the we began on this withdrawal 
policy, there has been hardly any student input on this. 
I would like to ask members of the faculty members of the 
Senate to consider the fact that this is not primarily a 
faculty issue, it is a student issue. It is a student concern. 
In the proceedings so far, there has been little student input. 
I listened to faculty members at the Athletic strategic Planning 
Committee open forum and they were pissed off because there 
wasn't enough faculty input. The same faculty members turn 
around and don't heed what the students have to say. Another 
thing that really alarms me about this is deciding on five weeks. 
Have any of you thought about the ramifications that might come 
from this. Does anyone have any idea of the problems. The 
intent of this is great, improving our academic standards is 
great, but still jumping to five weeks may cause more problems. 
If I was on the Academic Affairs Committee, I would take this 
asa complete kick in the face, to put something forth at six 
weeks and now through the infinite wisdom of our Academic 
Senate, they feel it should be five weeks. I think from the 
beginning, students have been very cheated on their input on 
this. I hope to God you realize that this is just going to 
cause more problems. I am really frustrated with this. 
The comment has been made that students are too narrow-
minded on this issue, Jesus Christ •...... 
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senator Tuttle: Point of order, Mr. Chairman, would you please 
remind the senator that there are standards of decorum for this 
body. 
Chairperson Schmaltz: Your point is well taken. I realize 
that you feel strongly on this issue, senator, but you must 
be more careful. 
Senator Schramm: I apologize for my strong language. 
Senator Liedtke: Can you tell me how many student senators are 
on the Senate? And how many of these senators have attended the 
last two meetings where this has been a point of discussion. 
They have had the opportunity of student input as much as anyone 
else here -- in the debate, in the discussion. I find it ap-
palling that you could tell faculty that the students have not 
had input. If you have input, you have not made your voice 
heard. I am insulted by your behavior tonight. 
Senator Schramm: I apologize for my behavior. I would like to 
also point out that the number of faculty senators present out-
weighs the number of student senators. Students who sit on 
the Academic Affairs Committee have stated how their opinions 
were taken. 
Senator Liedtke: I would suggest that Senator Schramm look at 
the minutes from the last meeting. That shows that the vote 
was tied. That tells me something about how people voted. 
Senator Zeidenstein: Had there been no student input on this 
from day one in the Academic Standards Committee, the proposal 
that came from that committee would have been for a two-week 
withdrawal period. We know that for a fact because we have 
been told that. 
Administrators' Remarks 
President Wallace had no remarks. 
Vice President and Provost David Strand stated that Senators had 
a memo from me to the Chair of the Senate, dated November 27th, 
regarding Non-Tenure Track Faculty. This is an outgrowth of an 
act of the Senate last year. The data provided to our office 
was in response to an amendment to the guidelines passed last 
year. I would like to suggest that rather than engaging in a 
lengthy discussion this evening on this, that if there are ques-
tions, that they be directed to the Faculty Affairs Committee of 
the Senate and a report could be given at a later date. 
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Vice President for Student Affairs Neal Gamsky reported that the 
Director of the Student Counseling Center, Dr. Vivian Jackson, 
had accepted a position as Associate Dean of the Graduate School 
at the University of Northern Iowa. They woula be conducting a 
search for this position. Another search would be conducted for 
a permanent Director of the Multi-cultural Center that currently 
has an acting director. 
Vice President for Business and Finance James Alexander had no 
remarks. 
Approval of Academic Affairs Committee Proposal for Course 
Withdrawal Policy 
Senator Paul Walker moved to reconsider the motion on the Academ-
ic Affairs Committee Proposal for Course withdrawal Policy. 
(Second, Deleplace). 
Chairperson Schmaltz: How did you vote at the last meeting . 
Senator Walker: I voted no. 
Parliamentarian Cohen clarified rules that applied to this mo-
tion: The motion is non-debatable because the motion to 
reconsider is under the same rule that the motion that you voted 
on was acted on. That was acted on under a closure. It was 
acted on under a closing of debate (Call for the Previous Ques-
tion). So the closing of debate carries forward through this 
motion. This is not debatable. It requires a majority. 
section 36 of Roberts Rules of Orders states that there is 
notification in the Minutes, therefore there is no 2/3 
requirement. There are several motions to reconsider. 
It requires a simple majority because it was published in 
the minutes. One or more people on the prevailing side had 
announced that they were going to ask for reconsideration. 
XXI-54 Vote on whether to reconsider or not -- motion carried on a roll 
call vote 28/16. 
Senator Gritzmacher: There is a typo "physical or clinical 
psychologist" should read: "physician". 
Roll Call vote on the approval of the Academic Affairs Committee 
Proposal for Undergraduate Student Course withdrawal Policy, as 
amended, carried 22/17 with six abstentions. 
8 
Undergraduate Student Withdrawal Policy: 
Dropping a Course or Courses 
The following policy applies when a student drops a course or 
courses, but not all courses. Students are advised strongly to 
complete courses in which they enrolled and not to withdraw from 
courses after the program change period unless absolutely neces-
sary. A student may withdraw from a course during the program 
change period (consult the Class Registration Directory for 
specific dates) without the withdrawal period being indicated on 
the transcript. After the tenth day of classes, but before the 
end of the fifth week of classes of the semester the student 
withdraws from a class by carrying out the following steps: 
(1) Complete and sign a withdrawal form; (2) Obtain the 
instructor's signature on the withdrawal form; (3) Submit the 
withdrawal form to the Registration Office. The student should 
keep a copy of this form. 
After the tenth day of classes, a student may officially withdraw 
from a full semester course with a grade of WX at any time up to 
the end of the fifth week of classes. For courses of lesser 
duration, a proportional withdrawal period will apply. 
A student should consult the Class Registration Directory for 
Summer Sessions Schedule for the specific withdrawal dates of a 
given term. Upon the written recommendation of a licensed 
physician or clinical psychologist, a student may be granted 
permission to officially withdraw from a course for medical 
reasons at a later time than the dates specified. Permission 
must be obtained from the Associate Dean of Undergraduate 
Instruction. 
A grade of F will be given to students who (1) withdraw from 
a course unofficially by not filing a signed withdraw slip 
with the registration office; or (2) register for a course 
but do not complete course requirements. 
In unusual cases, exceptions may be granted by the Associate 
Dean for Undergraduate Instruction. 
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ACTION ITEM 
Faculty Affairs Committee Proposal for Intellectual Property 
Policy 
XXI-55 Faculty Affairs Committee Chair, Robert Ritt, moved the approval 
of the Proposal for Intellectual Property Policy with the pro-
posed modifications provided by Dean Clayton Thomas of the Gradu-
ate School (Second, Stearns). Motion carried on a voice vote. 
(Policy Attached) 
COMMUNICATIONS 
Senator Paul Walker: I wish to address the Senate on the press 
conference held by the Athletic Strategic Planning Committee. 
Questions were raised on the Athletic Budget and its proportional 
increase in comparison with the General Revenue increases in 
the University Income Fund. For those of you who would want 
them, Dr. Dossey of the Atheltic finance subcommittee has put 
together some tables which will help explain that. One of the 
questions was the fact that the athletic budget has gone up 
faster in proportional increases than had the income fund. 
I am citing from the years 1979-1989. We look at General 
Revenue -- the athletics portion has stayed relatively constant 
from about 1.5% to 1.7% of that time period. Athletics expendi-
tures of the Income Fund portion have actually decreased in 
percentage amount from 1979 to 1989 from about 6.9% to about 
3.1%. The most dramatic decrease came in the years 1982-1984. 
I would note that that is before the error of the Arena. 
It stayed relatively stable from 1985 to 1989. There is a 
slight downward trend. The actual increase in athletics 
expenditures has actually come from the intercollegiate 
athletic department: increase in internal revenue and increase 
in donations to that, rather than a portion from the Income Fund. 
It is true that the Income Fund has gone up to Athletics, but 
that is in proportion to what it has for the entire University. 
I have some graphs that Dr. Dossey is putting together to 
explain this to you. I would like to make a statement on my 
own regarding this. I think the charge of the Athletic 
Strategic Planning Committee, in my opinion, was to look at 
the current athletic program, and determine if it was a cannibal 
for what it was undertaking, observe comparisons to other 
institutions, and then to make some recommendations. I believe 
that is what we did. We did try to look at comparable institu-
tions academically and athletically. We are in the mainstream 
of those institutions in terms of total dollars spent for 
athletics. I think the question becomes, and it is one that 
is very difficult to get and I believe it is a solvable question, 
that is, if ISU is an underfunded institution, the question then 
becomes, is the amount of money which is spent on Athletics an 
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'appr00priate amount to spend on athletics. That becomes a 
philosophical question. 
Senator Richardson: Did your committee discuss where in the 
income fund the money should come from if we give $900,000 
to academics? 
Senator Walker: No we did not discuss that. If we give $900,000 
to Athletics, does it come from English, does it come from Agri-
culture, etc. We did not ask for a breakdown. That could be 
answered by the Vice President for Business and Finance. 
President Wallace: The money would come from the students. 
Chairperson Schmaltz: I would like to ask the members of JUAC 
to meet with me for a brief time following Senate. 
COMMITTEE REPORTS 
ACADEMIC AFFAIRS COMMITTEE - Senator Tuttle announced that 
the Academic Plan for 1990-95 had been distributed to senators 
this evening and would be considered as an information item at 
the Tuesday, December 5th Academic Senate Meeting. 
ADMINISTRATIVE AFFAIRS COMMITTEE - Senator Richardson stated 
that his committee hoped to have a slate of candidates for the 
Search committee for the search for Associate Vice President for 
Research and Dean of Graduate Studies for the Senate Meeting on 
December 5th. 
BUDGET COMMITTEE - Chairperson Paul Walker had no report . 
FACULTY AFFAIRS COMMITTEE - No report. 
RULES COMMITTEE - Chairperson Marilyn Newby had no report. 
STUDENT AFFAIRS COMMITTEE - No report. 
MOTION ~ ADJOURN 
Senator Mohr moved to adjourn (Second, Goldstein) . Motion car-
ried on a voice vote. Meeting of the Academic Senate adjourned 
at 8:00 p.m. 
FOR THE ACADEMIC SENATE 
JOHN B. FREED, SECRETARY 
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ILLINOIS STATE UNIVERSITY 
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY POLICY 
PREAMBLE 
The Board of Regents of the Regency Universities System of 
the State of Illinois has approved a policy which is intended to 
facilitate the useful application of knowledge, research, and 
other creative activity and which encourages and supports efforts 
of employees and students in developing products, inventions, and 
other forms of intellectual property. 
While recognizing that the Board retains certain rights and 
interests to intellectual property under Federal and State law, 
the Board has directed each Regency University to develop poli-
cies and procedures to appropriately assert these rights and 
provide supportive services. 
In compliance with and in response to this directive, and in 
furtherance of the Board of Regents' intent to encourage all 
forms of intellectual creativity, Illinois State University has 
developed the following set of policies and procedures pertaining 
to intellectual property.' 
poLICY ON PATENTS 
Patents are granted for the invention of new, useful, and 
nonobvious processes, machines, manufactures, and compositions 
of matter and any improvements thereof. 
A. Ownership: 
Any invention (a) created by employees or students of the 
University within the scope of their duties at the Univer-
sity, or (b) created in whole or part through the use of 
University facilities or resources, or (c) created as a 
result of efforts carried on by, or under the direction of 
any employees, students or others using University facili-
ties or resources, or (d) for which the cost of creation 
has been paid in whole or in part from University funds or 
funds under the control of, or administered by, the Univer-
sity or an agent of the University, belongs to the Univer-
sity. 
Ownership of inventions may be further qualified through 
sponsored research agreements. Such agreements may 
convey ownership in an invention that results from a 
sponsored activity to the sponsor if (a) a reservation 
of ownership is set forth in written policies of the 
sponsor, and accepted by the University, or (b) all costs 
associated with the activity that resulted in an invention, 
including the University's indirect cost, are borne by the 
sponsor, or (c) if otherwise agreed to in an authorized 
written agreement. 
B. Disclosure: 
Any invention, at the time it is recognized, shall be fully 
disclosed to the University in accordance with accepted 
university procedures. The disclosure shall identify the 
inventor(s), describe the invention, and describe the 
circumstances under which the invention was created. 
Confidentiality shall be maintained in association with all 
inventions and applications for patent protection shall be 
filed by the inventor(s) or a third party only with the 
written consent of the University. Any publication or 
presentation, scholarly or otherwise, or any use of inven-
tions or information describing inventions, is prohibited 
until written authorization allowing disclosure or use has 
been granted by the University. Permission to disclose an 
invention ordinarily will be granted to the inventor(s) in 
writing by the President of the University within ninety 
days (90 days) after disclosure of the invention. However, 
the University may extend this ninety-day period for reasons 
determined by the President. 
This disclosure process and confidentiality requirement must 
be observed even in cases where there is some question 
regarding ownership. 
C. Disposition: 
The final responsibility for the determination of ownership 
and the disposition of inventions rests with the President 
of the University. A determination concerning disposition 
shall be given prompt consideration in a manner which is in 
the best interest of the University, the inventor(s), 
sponsor(s), and the public. The President may direct that 
an invention be (a) retained and further developed for and 
by the University, or (b) released to the inventor(s), or 
(c) released to an involved sponsor, or (d) released 
jointly to a sponsor and inventor(s). In the event the 
University retains ownership, it shall endeavor to obtain 
a patent, market the invention, and defend the patent. 
D. Invention Revenues: 
The university shall pursue, in its sole discretion, the 
generation of revenue from University retained inventions. 
Any such revenue shall first be used to reimburse the Uni-
versity for all payments or obligations directly attribu-
table to the protection and promotion/commercialization of 
an invention, including the use of an external firm or 
intermediary. The revenue remaining after such deductions 
is defined as net revenue. Net revenue shall be divided 
between the inventor(s) and the University. Each shall 
receive fifty percent (50%) of these funds. 
E. Inventor(s) Obligations: 
The inventor(s) of a University retained invention shall 
supply all information and execute all papers necessary 
for the protection and promotion of the invention. 
Employees or students engaged in external contracts are 
responsible for ensuring that such are not in conflict 
with University policy or contractual commitments, and 
for making these University obligations known to external 
contracting entities. 
POLICY ON COPYRIGHTS 
Copyright protection is extended to original works fixed in 
any tangible medium of expression including literary matters, 
dramatic works and materials, films, videotapes, recordings, 
musical compositions, visual arts, tests and other measurement 
devices, computer software and other computer technology, graphic 
and applied art, and compilations of facts/data. 
A. Ownership: 
Ownership in copyrightable works, as defined above, produced 
by University employees or students shall remain with the 
originator except in the following situations where such 
rights of ownership are reserved by the University: (a) 
works expressly commissioned through written contract 
with the University, or (b) an external agreement requiring 
the University to hold or transfer ownership, or (c) works 
created as a specific written requirement of employment or 
assignment with the University. 
B. Disclosure: 
All works for which the University has copyright interests 
as defined in Paragraph A, shall be promptly and fully 
disclosed by the originator. 
C. Disposition: 
The final responsibility for the determination of the 
disposition of University copyrights rests with the 
President of the University. The President may direct 
that any university copyright be (a) retained and used 
for and by the University, or (b) released to the 
originator, or (c) released to an involved sponsor, or 
(d) released jointly to a sponsor and originator. 
The President may designate another person(s) to 
represent him/her and to act in his/her behalf in 
matters. 
D. Copyright Revenues: 
The University may pursue the generation of revenue 
from University owned copyrights. Revenue sharing and 
distribution sha11 be governed by contract arrangements . 
E. Originator obligation: 
The originator(s) of a University-owned copyright is 
obligated to produce all information and submittals 
necessary for registrations and the defense of the 
copyright, and all examples of the work. 
POLICY ON TRADEMARKS 
A trademark is a specific name, term, logo, design or 
symbol that is used in commerce to identify the origin of 
specific goods or services. 
A. Ownership: 
The University shall own all trademarks associated with the 
University, its name, its activities, and its slogans. 
B. Disposition: 
The University shall register and manage the use and 
application of its trademarks. 
C. Protection and Promotion: 
The University or its designated agent shall assume full 
responsibility for the protection and promotion of Uni-
versity trademarks. 
ADMINISTRATIVE POLICY ON INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY 
Illinois state University shall provide an adequate admini-
strative structure to support the needs of its intellectual 
property interest. The administration of trademarks is the 
responsibility of the Office of the President. A structure 
shall be organized within the Office of the Associate Vice 
President for Research for the administration of patents and 
copyrights, and shall include: 
A. Patent and copyright Officer: 
The Associate Vice President for Research shall designate 
a person to serve as the University's Patent and Copyright Offi-
cer. This Officer shall provide expertise and administrative 
management for the University's patents and copyrights. The 
Patent and Copyright Officer shall receive all disclosures of 
patents or University owned copyrights (as defined in Paragraphs 
A and B of the ISU Copyright Policy) from the faculty or others, 
facilitate the evaluation of same and convey the disclosure and 
its evaluation to the President for appropriate action. This 
position shall be responsible for securing legal counsel to 
obtain patent protection and for such other matters as may be 
required in support of the ISU Patent or copyright Program. The 
Patent and Copyright Officer shall exercise such authority as 
may be required to register copyrights on behalf of the 
University. As appropriate, this office shall select third 
parties and have executed such agreements as may be required to 
market and license patents and copyrights owned by Illinois state 
university. 
B. Intellectual Property Committee: 
The President of the University shall appoint an Intellec-
tual Property Committee. This Committee shall include the 
Associate Vice President for Research, the Patent and copyright 
Officer, and five members of the ISU Faculty. The faculty 
representatives shall be recommended to the President by the 
College Deans. Each Dean shall recommend three faculty nominees 
from his/her college. The appointments made during the year 1990 
will be as follows: College of Arts and Sciences (one year), 
College of Applied Science and Technology (two years), College 
of Business (three years), College of Education (two years), 
and the College of Fine Arts (one year). Appointments made 
after the first year will be made for a term of three years. 
A faculty member may serve no more than two consecutive terms. 
The Intellectual Property Committee shall formulate and 
recommend to the President all matters of policy pertaining to 
the Intellectual Property activities of Illinois state Univer-
sity. This Committee shall exercise general oversight regarding 
Intellectual Property and shall be advisory to the Associate Vice 
President for Research in these matters. 
C. Amendment of the Intellectual Property Policy: 
Illinois state University reserves the right to amend this 
Intellectual Property Policy statement at any time without 
notice, while preserving any rights vested prior to such amend-
mentes). 
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APPROVED BY ACADEMIC SENATE 11/29/89 
ILLINOIS STATE UNIVERSITY 
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY POLICY 
PREAMBLE 
The Board of Regents of the Regency Universities System of 
the State of Illinois has approved a policy which is intended to 
facilitate the useful application of knowledge, research, and 
other creative activity and which encourages and supports efforts 
of employees and students in developing products, inventions, and 
other forms of intellectual property. 
While recognizing that the Board retains certain rights and 
interests to intellectual property under Federal and State law, 
the Board has directed each Regency University to develop poli-
cies and procedures to appropriately assert these rights and 
provide supportive services. 
In compliance with and in response to this directive, and in 
furtherance of the Board of Regents' intent to encourage al l 
forms of intellectual creativity, Illinois State University has 
developed the following set of policies and procedures pertaining 
to intellectual prope~ty. 
poLICY ON PATENTS 
Patents are granted for the invention of new, useful, and 
nonobvious processes, machines, manufactures, -and compositions 
of matter and any improvements thereof. 
A. Ownership: 
Any invention (a) created by employees or students of the 
University within the scope of their duties at the Univer-
sity, or (b) created in whole or part through the use of 
University facilities or resources, or (c) created as a 
result of efforts carried on by, or under the direction of 
any employees, students or others using University facili-
ties or resources, or (d) for which the cost of creation 
has been paid in whole or in part from University funds or 
funds under the control of, or administered by, the Univer-
sity or an agent of the University, belongs to the Univer-
sity. 
ownership of inventions may be further qualified through 
sponsored research agreements. Such agreements may 
convey ownership in an invention that results from a 
sponsored activity to the sponsor if (a) a reservation 
of ownership is set forth in written policies of the 
sponsor, and accepted by the University, or (b) all costs 
associated with the activity that resulted in an invention, 
including the University's indirect cost, are borne by the 
sponsor, or (c) if otherwise agreed to in an authorized 
written agreement. 
B. Disclosure: 
Any invention, at the time it is recognized, shall be fully 
disclosed to the University in accordance with accepted 
university procedures. The disclosure shall identify the 
inventor(s), describe the invention, and describe the 
circumstances under which the invention was created. 
Confidentiality shall be maintained in association with all 
inventions and applications for patent protection shall be 
filed by the inventor(s) or a third party only with the 
written consent of the University. Any publication or 
presentation, scholarly or otherwise, or any use of inven-
tions or information describing inventions, is prohibited 
until written authorization allowing disclosure or use has 
been granted by the University. Permission to disclose a~ 
invention ordinarily will be granted to the inventor(s) in 
writing by the President of the University within ninety 
days (90 days) after disclosure of the invention. However, 
the University may extend this ninety-day period for reasons 
determined by the President. 
This disclosure process and confidentiality requirement must 
be observed even in cases where there is some question 
regarding ownership. 
C. Disposition: 
The final responsibility for the determination of ownership 
and the disposition of inventions rests with the President 
of the University. A determination concerning disposition 
shall be given prompt consideration in a manner which is in 
the best interest of the University, the inventor(s), 
sponsor(s), and the public. The President may direct that 
an invention be (a) retained and further developed for and 
by the University, or (b) released to the inventor(s), or 
(c) released to an involved sponsor, or (d) released 
jointly to a sponsor and inventor(s). In the event the 
University retains ownership, it shall endeavor to obtain 
a patent, market the invention, and defend the patent. 
D. Invention Revenues: 
The University shall pursue, in its sole discretion, the 
generation of revenue from University retained inventions. 
Any such revenue shall first be used to reimburse the Uni-
versity for all payments or obligations directly attribu-
table to the protection and promotion/commercialization of 
an invention, including the use of an external firm or 
intermediary. The revenue remaining after such deductions 
is defined as net revenue. Net revenue shall be divided 
between the inventor(s) and the University. Each shall 
receive fifty percent (50%) of these funds. 
E. Inventor(s) obligations: 
The inventor(s) of a University retained invention shall 
supply all information and execute all papers necessary 
for the protection and promotion of the invention. 
Employees or students engaged in external contracts are 
responsible for ensuring that such are not in conflict 
with University policy or contractual commitments, and 
for making these University obligations known to external 
contracting entities. 
POLICY ON COPYRIGHTS 
Copyright protection is extended to original works fixed in 
any tangible medium of expression including literary matters, 
dramatic works and materials, films, videotapes, recordings, 
musical compositions, visual arts, tests and other measurement 
devices, computer software and other computer technology, graphic 
and applied art, and compilations of facts/data. 
A. Ownership: 
Ownership in copyrightable works, as defined above, produced 
by University employees or stUdents shall remain with the 
originator except in the following situations where such 
rights of ownership are reserved by the university: (a) 
works expressly commissioned through written contract 
with the University, or (b) an external agreement requiring 
the University to hold or transfer ownership, or (c) works 
created as a specific written requirement of employment or 
assignment with the University. 
B. Disclosure: 
All works for which the University has copyright interests 
as defined in Paragraph A, shall be promptly and fully 
disclosed by the originator. 
C. Disposition: 
The final responsibility for the determination of the 
disposition of University copyrights rests with the 
President of the University. The President may direct 
that any university copyright be (a) retained and used 
for and by the University, or (b) released to the 
originator, or (c) released to an involved sponsor, or 
(d) released jointly to a sponsor and originator. 
The President may designate another person(s) to 
represent him/her and to act in his/her behalf in 
matters. 
D. Copyright Revenues: 
The University may pursue the generation of revenue 
from University owned copyrights. Revenue sharing and 
distribution shall be governed by contract arrangements. 
E. Originator obligation: 
The originator(s) of a University-owned copyright is 
obligated to produce all information and submittals 
necessary for registrations and the defense of the 
copyright, and all examples of the work. 
POLICY ON TRADEMARKS 
A trademark is a specific name, term, logo, design or 
symbol that is used in commerce to identify the origin of 
specific goods or services. 
A. Ownership: 
The University shall own all trademarks associated with the 
University, its name, its activities, and its slogans. 
B. Disposition: 
The University shall register and manage the use and 
application of its trademarks. 
C. Protection and Promotion: 
The University or its designated agent shall assume full 
responsibility for the protection and promotion of Uni-
versity trademarks. 
ADMINISTRATIVE POLICY ON INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY 
Illinois state University shall provide an adequate admini-
strative structure to support the needs of its intellectual 
property interest. The administration of trademarks is the 
responsibility of the Office of the President. A structure 
shall be organized within the Office of the Associate Vice 
President for Research for the administration of patents and 
copyrights, and shall include: 
A. Patent and Copyright Officer: 
The Associate Vice President for Research shall designate 
a person to serve as the University's Patent and copyright Offi-
cer. This Officer shall provide expertise and administrative-
management for the University's patents and copyrights. The 
Patent and Copyright Officer shall receive all disclosures of 
patents or University owned copyrights (as defined in Paragraphs 
A and B of the ISU Copyright Policy) from the faculty or others, 
facilitate the evaluation of same and convey the disclosure and 
its evaluation to the President for appropriate action. This 
position shall be responsible for securing legal counsel to 
obtain patent protection and for such other matters as may be 
required in support of the ISU Patent or Copyright Program. The 
Patent and copyright Officer shall exercise such authority as 
may be required to register copyrights on behalf of the 
University. As appropriate, this office shall select third 
parties and have executed such agreements as may be required to 
market and license patents and copyrights owned by Illinois state 
University. 
B. Intellectual Property Committee: 
The President of the University shall appoint an Intellec-
tual Property Committee. This Committee shall include the 
Associate Vice President for Research, the Patent and copyright 
Officer, and five members of the ISU Faculty. The faculty 
representatives shall be recommended to the President by the 
College Deans. Each Dean shall recommend three faculty nominees 
from his/her college. The appointments made during the year 1990 
will be as follows: College of Arts and sciences (one year), 
College of Applied Science and Technology (two years), College 
of Business (three years), College of Education (two years), 
and the College of Fine Arts (one year). Appointments made 
after the first year will be made for a term of three years. 
A faculty member may serve no more than two consecutive terms. 
The Intellectual Property Committee shall formulate and 
recommend to the President all matters of policy pertaining to 
the Intellectual Property activities of Illinois state Univer-
sity. This Committee shall exercise general oversight regarding 
Intellectual Property and shall be advisory to the Associate Vice 
President for Research in these matters. 
C. Amendment of the Intellectual Property Policy: 
Illinois state university reserves the right to amend this 
Intellectual Property Policy statement at any time without 
notice, while preserving any rights vested prior to such amend-
mentes). 
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